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i Environmental indicators 
as new tools for Cal/ PA 

Environmental indicators as part of the 
strategic planning process: "managing 
toward environmental results" 

+ formulating policy 

•.• allocating resources for maximum value 

+ making adjustments to priorities 
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Strategic Goals al/EPA 
www.calepa.ca.gov/Publications/Reports/stratplans/2000  

Goal 1: Air that is healthy to breathe, sustains and improves our 
ecosystems and preserves natural and cultural resources. 

Goal 2: Rivers, lakes, estuaries and marine waters that are fishable, 
swimmable, support healthy ecosystems and other beneficial 
uses. 

Goal 3: Groundwater that is safe for drinking and other beneficial uses. 

Goal 4: Communities that are free from unacceptable human and 
ecological risks due to exposure from hazardous substances and 
other potential harmful agents. 

Goal 5: Reduce or eliminate the disproportionate impacts of pollution on 
low-income and minority populations. 

Goal 6: Ensure the efficient use of natural resources. 
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Hierarchy of Indicators 
This is how we measure environmental change 

Administrative Environmental 

LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 LEVEL 5 LEVEL 6 
Actions by Responses of Changes in Changes Changes in Changes in 
EPA/State the Regulated & Discharge/ in Ambient Uptake Health, 
Regulatory Nonregulated Emission Conditions and/or Ecology, or 
Agencies Community Quantities Assimilation Other Effects 
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Environmental Protection 
Indicators for California 
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Project 
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- OEHHA 

- Cal/EPA BDOs 

- Dept. Health Svcs 

- Resources Agency 

- US EPA 

sta 
Interagency 

Advisory 
— Cal/EPA BDOs 

— Resources 

— Dept. Health 

— US EPA 

— Others 

Agency 
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Group 

Svcs 

C Collaborators 
dvisory 

Input 
groups 

on Project 

External 
Advisory Group 
— non-profit groups 

— local government 

— private sector 

— UC/CSU  
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Developing an "environmental 
Indicator framework" 

What are the DRAFT 

Air quality 
Water 
Land/Waste/Materials 

environmental "Issue Management 
issues? Structure" Human Health 

Ecosystem Health 
Pesticides 
Transboundary Issues 
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PIC: Next steps 
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IWM Tip Fee Discount Calculation (2001) 

Permitting and Enforcement Division % of time spent on 
Branches Total Budget active landfills Net Cost 
Remediation, Closure & Technical Services $808,865 20% $161,773 
Permitting and Inspections $1,882,312 80% $1,505,850 
Facilities Operations $1,176,324 80% $941,059 
LEA Support Services $167,977 25% $41,994 

Total $2,650,676 

Board's IWMA Budget $50,641,000 

% of Total Budget Spent on Active Landfills/ 
IWM Tip Fee Discount 5.2% 

Using the discount rate of 5.2%, the 
discounted IWM Fee for $1.34 would be 
$1.27, and for $1.40 it would be $1.32. 

2001 IWM Tip Fee Discount - V2 


